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1 . I, the undersigned, Anna M. Skolnick, an Intellectual Property Project Specialist 
assisting David T. Yang (Reg No. 44,415), the attorney of record for U.S. Patent Application No. 
10/682,005. 

2. On February 1, 2008 an Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) was filed after 
allowance citing Japanese Patent Publication No. 2001-102425. The statement under 37 C.F.R. 
§ 1.97(e) was inadvertently omitted, as the Japanese reference was cited in a Japanese Office 
Action for a co-pending application with a mail date of December 20, 2007. 

3. On April 8, 2008 I called Examiner Karla A. Moore to inquire about the status of the 

IDS filed on February 1, 2008. Examiner Moore informed me that she declined to enter the IDS 

because it lacked the statement under 37 C.F.R. § 1.97(e). I assisted with the filing of a new IDS 

on April 8, 2008 with a modified statement under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .97(e) as follows: 

The item of information contained in the information disclosure statement was 
first cited in a communication from a foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign 
application not more than three months prior to the filing of the information 
disclosure statement dated February 1, 2008, in which a statement under 37 C.F.R. 
1.97(e) was inadvertently omitted at that time. 

4. On April 22, 2008 I called Examiner Moore to discuss the status of the IDS filed on 
April 8, 2008. Examiner Moore informed me that she was unsure if she could enter the IDS, as 
the statement under 37 C.F.R. § 1.97(e) was modified. Examiner Moore told me that she would 
speak with her supervisor, Examiner Parviz Hassanzadeh, and return my call by April 24, 2008 
with her decision. 

5. On April 24, 1 was unable to reach Examiner Moore so I called her supervisor, 
Examiner Hassanzadeh. Examiner Hassanzadeh reviewed the IDS and told me that he did not 
understand why Examiner Moore took issue with entering the IDS, and would speak to Examiner 
Moore about it. An hour later I spoke with Examiner Moore, where she informed me that though 
her supervisor disagreed, she would not enter the IDS, and suggested that the only way to get the 
previous IDS reviewed by her supervisor would be to file a petition. 
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6. On April 24, 2008 we filed a Request for Continued Examination to enter the IDS 
citing JP 2001-102425, as April 24, 2008 was the deadline to pay the issue and publication fees. 

I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that 
all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that these 
statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made are 
punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States 
Code and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any 
patent issued thereon. 

Date: June 12, 2008 

Anna M. Skolnick 

Intellectual Property Project Specialist 
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